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With this essay we do not want to join the ranks of German historians who, at the least since 
the founding of the Federal Republic of Germany in 1949, have always taken a submissive, 
humble attitude towards France. On the other hand, we are by no means on the side of 
those who want to see France as the "hereditary enemy". 


It is high time to come to a clarified relationship with France, so that a healthy relationship 
can be established in the long term, in which the Germans finally see their complex of 
"hereditary guilt", which has through Auschwitz finally become a collective German 
trauma, as a collective shadow’, in order to deal with it in a rational, clarified and distanced 
way. 


France is a country like any other, and yet it has a special position for us, not just as a 
geographic neighbor. How this special relationship with Germany is currently shaped, by 
which interests it is controlled, and what special role the EU plays as a design framework, 
we want to look, at least briefly, on these topics with a historical, political and analytical 
eye. Our aim is here to bring the most important elements and forces into an interpretative 
context, thus facilitating a more thorough, clarified and distanced understanding of the 
relationship between France and Germany.? 


Introduction 


+ We use this terminology in the tradition of C G Jung. This implies that we are talking here about a collective 
trauma that has not been brought to the level of consciousness. This “shadow” has been usurped by politics 
and the media. After the war, in the fifties and sixties the arts, sociology, psychology and philosophy have 
intensively dealt with this trauma and its consequences. Thereafter, it has been integrated progressively in the 
ideological mainstream. — Is that the common course these issues are taking? - We may agree that 
consciousness cannot retreat or fall back under healthy constitutions. However, consciousness can always slip 
back under pathological situations. 

2 We recently discovered a very interesting source for our argumentation in the Rites of spring, from Modris 
Eksteins. In this document, and in various other research and literary documents, Modris Eksteins has 
reconstructed the role and destiny of Germany during the time of her existence as a national entity (since 1648 
as Prussia) and a nation (since 1871). While we do not share all the views of Mr. Eksteins, we find his work and 
thinking highly informative and inspiring. What is most important to us: in these documents the author takes a 
definitive European point of view, from Russia to central, western and southern Europe. Furthermore, Mr. 
Eksteins analysis of the situation takes a holistic approach, in which he looks at the role of science, technology 
and culture at the same time and seen as driving forces of the events in Europe. 

As a reminder: Germany, as a nation, has in fact existed since 1871 until 1991. It has been created 1871 by a 
public act in Versailles, has been enacted as a quasi-national entity after 1949, and has finally ceased to exist 
after its reunification in 1991 under EU leadership and NATO domination. 
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It is not our intention here to present a study on the integration of the EU, but we want to 
show in the introductory part and at critical points, junctures and events, how the 
relationship between France and Germany developed after the Second World War and since 
reunification, with the EU as the decisive framework. 


It is important for us to take a pan-European view, i.e. to see at the end how Europe as a 
whole has developed geopolitically, and what scenario we have today. At the same time, 
our focus is on the role of the USA, as the decisive co-creator and mentor of the EU and asa 
critical influencing factor in the history of its creation, design, as well as its current 
management. 


Brothers under arms 2019 — the media warning shot 


The impetus for this essay was given to us by an article in the FAZ3 on the French National 
Day on 14 July 2019. In this article, the FAZ correspondent in France praised the new 
"Brotherhood under Arms" and underlined this importance with a picture that shows French 
and German soldiers defiling together at the annual celebration parade on the Champs 
Elysées. At the assessment of this event, hailed as the most important symbol of German- 
French friendship in our time, we were immediately shocked. The enthusiastic German 
commentary on the picture reminded us of the public mood as it had been built up by 
politics in each of the two countries at the time of the "sleepwalkers" before the First World 
War. "Brothers to arms!" was the motto in both countries at the time. The title "Brothers 
under Arms!" is only slightly more nuanced.‘ 


If we had been shown a picture of how German, French and other European citizens, artists 
and scientists, had celebrated together on the Champs Elysée on 14 July 2019, then this 
would have made us happy, as a sign of European and international understanding and 
friendship. But this headline in the FAZ was more like a media warning shot on a military 
impetus to come.” 


So we want to take this picture and the commentary in the FAZ as an opportunity to ask 
ourselves how the relationship between France and Germany is today and in which direction 
it has developed over the last decades. We see the EU asa kind of overarching, political 
framework for our brief analysis. 


The founding years of the EU: Centralized State or Community of Fatherlands? 


Since the first steps towards the founding of the EU in the early fifties, via the Coal and 
Steel Union to the Treaties of Rome signed in 1957 by the six founding states on their way to 


3 German newspaper nr. 1, with a focus on politics, finance and international relations. 

4 At the same time, France has also financed the rearmament of Russia and Serbia through its banks in order 
to prepare the two-front war in a targeted manner. see h. "The Sleepwalkers: How Europe Went to World War 
l," Christopher Clark, DVA, 2013. 

5 We work on this English edition of this article in March 2022, just one (1) week after Russia’s invasion of 
Ukraine and the EU’s joint determination to start a fully-fledged war. 
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establish the European Economic Community (EEC)®, the European states have agreed in 
principle to draw lessons from the times of the great wars between 1914 and 1945, in order 
to shape the future within the framework of a peacefully cooperating and living European 
community. The USA have been a strong proponent and driving force behind this process of 
European unification, which has been driven mainly by the European victorious powers of 
WW II, France and England, to hedge in Germany and to prevent it from any form of 
autonomous action on the international political arena. It were these bondages that were 
leading to the fast German reconstruction (“Wirtschaftswunder”) with its strong industrial 
and technological leadership role in Europe. 


It is noteworthy, however, that from the start two fundamentally different political 
tendencies were proposed as principal “models” for this European unification. 


On the one side, France, which is a historically grown centralized state, proposed the 
creation of a European central and unitary state, a federal state based on the American 
model for unification and centralization of the federal states, reached in the USA after the 
American Civil war (1861-65).” 


On the other side, there were Switzerland, England, Norway, Sweden, Austria, Portugal 
and, who founded the free trade association EFTA in 1960, which from the outset explicitly 
and essentially limited itself to the freedom of trade and the movement of goods, but left 
the political power under responsibility of the individual countries as independent and 
sovereign nations. 


An obvious contrast was therefore discernible, on the one hand between the model of a 
European central and unitary state in the sense of today's EU and on the other hand the 
model of a federalist confederation of states, as it is still implemented by EFTA today. 


In concrete terms, during this historic European integration process it became obvious at 
the very early stage that the USA were pursuing very precise strategic goals in Europe. 
Thus, under pressure from the USA and the skill of its European lobbyist, Jean Monnet, the 
effectiveness of EFTA was soon restricted. The EFTA founding states England, Austria, 
Denmark and Sweden were soon forced under pressure from the USA to switch to the camp 
of the EEC and the later EU. In this way, the US wanted to make its economic and trade 
relations with the EU uniform and, in its view, more efficient. More importantly, the US ®has 
seen the EU as an integral part of NATO from the outset. The economic and military 
zones of influence should be coherently centralised.° 


5 The European Economic Community (EEC) existed legally until 2009 and was a regional organization that 
aimed to bring about economic integration among its member states. 

The three European Communities, "European Common Market", "Common Market", and "EEC" that existed 
from 1958 until 2009, have been incorporated into the European Union (EU) from 1993 onwards. 

7 At this point, we would just like to mention a book by Frederic Bozo that deals with this fact, "Deux stratégies 
pour l'Europe", Paris, 1996. 

8 Certainly, we have to see the Brexit of 2020 in this context. In the long run, England does not want to 
integrate itself into a centralist confederation of states in order to give up its sovereignty there. 

9 At this point, we should not forget, that the European states, in particular the victorious powers England and 
France, but also Italy, were heavily dependent on the USA and in the first decades still had to repay loans that 
they had taken out during the war years in order to lead the fight against the Nazi regime. 
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This centralist approach of the EU, aimed at by the USA and skillfully promoted by Jean 
Monnet, as the principal lobbyist at the political level, was soon opposed in France by 
General de Gaulle, who had become the first president under the Fifth Republic in 1958. De 
Gaulle, who as President of France ended the war in Algeria and also successively granted 
independence to the other French colonies, was convinced of the need to make the 
historically grown cultural, social and political cohesion in the individual European countries 
the primary and solid historical basis for European unification. Only through a healthy 
national and cultural identity of the nations in Europe, could, according to the 
understanding of de Gaulle, a freely desired union of the European states function in the 
long term. 


General de Gaulle was therefore undoubtedly a convinced European and also vigorously 
pursued reconciliation with the newly formed Federal Republic of Germany. In 1963, in 
Paris, de Gaulle and Adenauer signed the Elysée Treaty, the German-French Treaty of 
Friendship, which has since built relations between the two countries on regular 
consultations and measures for mutual confidence-building and cooperation. At the same 
time, de Gaulle also wanted to use this act to recognize Germany's national sovereignty and 
to put a special emphasis on the need for German identity. Only sovereign nations could, in 
de Gaulle's eyes, become and remain sovereign political and economic partners. 


In this sense, France soon changed its policy towards NATO. From the outset, the US had 
rejected the French proposal for a European army under French leadership and the 
involvement of Germany. After France had managed to rapidly build up its nuclear force, 
Force de frappe, since 1960, and especially after the re-election of de Gaulle in 1965, France 
intensified her efforts to form a defense-policy independent of the United States. France 
wanted to continue to actively shape NATO, but with an independent European defense 
alliance, as part of NATO. NATO should be brought under European leadership in Europe, 
and American and Canadian troops should be placed under European command. The US 
categorically rejected this request, whereupon de Gaulle demanded the withdrawal of Allied 
troops and NATO headquarters from France. Since 1966 at the latest, de Gaulle justified 
this attitude with a clear assessment, proclaiming "France now strives for the full exercise of 
its sovereignty, which could not be guaranteed by the stationing of foreign forces on its 
soil". At the same time, de Gaulle declared the withdrawal of French troops from NATO, 
where they were under American command. The 30,000 NATO soldiers had to leave France, 
the various military quarters and command centers were moved to Belgium, the 
Netherlands and Germany. +° 


For Germany, the Marshall Plan was launched, which very quickly and successfully strengthened economic 
relations between Germany and the USA and led early on to a close integration of the two economies, with 
Germany as the junior partner. 

10 We read in Der Spiegel, 14.03.1966, "France — US bases — ground, sky, sea —In 1944 the Americans came to 
liberate de Gaulle's France. In 1966, de Gaulle wants to liberate France from the Americans." 
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The complementary starting point: Germany's unconditional orientation towards the 
West and France's claim to a leading role in Europe 


As we have seen, there were two fundamentally different ideas and visions for the EU about 
political design and functioning as a framework for unification. The first option was favored 
by the Americans and promoted in the person of Jean Monnet operating within and 
lobbying the dominant power structures in Europe. This concept for the EU worked towards 
a federal state, as a centralised unitary state, in which the individual nations would gradually 
transfer their sovereignty and national authorities to and under the responsibility of the EU. 
The second vision is closely linked to the person of General de Gaulle, who vigorously 
defended ¥ this position in Europe and the political ideas associated with this option. This 
EU-model is based on a strong position of the sovereign states and strives for a 
confederation of states of the "fatherlands". According to this model, nations should agree 
on common goals, such as the creation of a common market and a common military 
defense force. However, cooperation should always be based on the authority of individual 
sovereign states. 


In the following paragraphs, we would like to take a brief look on the way the EU has 
actually been built and further been structured, and which path of development the EU has 
actually taken. In this brief analysis and overview, we want to limit ourselves mainly to the 
two states, as principal actors that were considered decisive for establishment of the EU in 
its current form and structure, i.e. France and Germany. Of course, we will always keep an 
eye on the role and influence of the US as the dominant power within NATO, but also 
through its continuing dominant economic and financial power in Europe and the world. At 
the end of this analytical overview, the current situation will have to be looked at in order to 
see where we stand today in this process of European unification, what the consequences of 
this process of European unification and integration policies are for both countries, and 
what possible options for political shaping of the EU and the European political landscape 
may still remain in the future. 


For Germany, the consistent Western orientation of its policies is an outstanding and 
consistent feature that has become formative for German foreign policy and its consistent 
connection to the USA since Adenauer to the present government. Even minor frictions in 
the meantime, or larger public debates, do not change this fact. The Atlantic network has 
done excellent work over the past decades to foster this principal in the long term to assert 
American interests. This political orientation towards the West, which is most clearly 
expressed by the early rearmament of Germany and its integration into NATO, was further 
strengthened by the close economic ties with the USA. In this area, too, an increasingly 
close interdependence has developed over the decades after 1949. 


We rely here on the excellent analysis of Werner Withrich, which is reflected in the Schweizer Magazine 
«Questions of time» from 2011 to 2012 has dealt in detail with the topic of "European integration". There he 
also presents the "Monnet method" as the key to understanding the euro crisis. In other articles, he shows ina 
historical context the two fundamentally different approaches to organizing the countries of Europe —the 
concept of the European Community and that of EFTA, the European Free Trade Association. In doing so, he 
also works out very well the underlying state-political principles of these two concepts, one of which is more 
centralist and the other federalist. 
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For France, the situation was different from the beginning, even if France was only 
subsequently accepted by the Allies as a victorious power of WW II and was granted its own 
occupation zone in Germany. For France under General de Gaulle, it was clear that it must 
have a place as an independent European nation at the table of the great nations. Even 
early targeted efforts by certain political and economic circles that have advocated closer 
ties with the United States cannot hide this French position. For post-World War II France, 
the claim to be a "Grande Nation", a country that must have its legitimate place among the 
great world powers, is still part of the historical profile. Of course, this claim is also fed by 
the strong cultural power of France, which was so dominant in Europe, in addition to the 
British, for a long time that the educated circles from Paris to Berlin over Warsaw and 
Petersburg spoke and thought French before the Great Depression and the subsequent 
war.*?73 


This different starting position of the two nations, France and Germany, is also reflected in 
the specific role and function during the process of European unification and integration, 
and in the results this has brought for the respective country. 


The "European Axial Age" from 1985 to 1995 under Delors and Mitterrand 


After the founding phase of the EU, even during the early phase of the EEC, the time when 
Jacques Delors acted as President of the European Commission must be seen as the 
decisive phase for the shaping of the EU. Delors had been installed’ by French President 
François Mitterrand on this post, where he successfully maintained himself from 1985 to 
1995. Delors had represented France in the European Parliament early on and then 
distinguished himself as an outstanding and loyal politician in several governments under 
Mitterrand's presidency (1981-1995). This period of European integration under the 
Mitterrand-Delors axis forms, in retrospect and in several respects, the "European Axial 
Age", during which the politics of European unification and integration, as well as France's 
role in Europe and as a global power, have fundamentally changed, away from the heritage 
of de Gaulle and in favor of the EU as a unitary central state. As we shall see, these events 
are strongly linked to the parallel expansion of American dominance in Europe during the 
same period. 


In the literature on this topic, it is usually pointed out that since the 8o0ies and then even 
more under the new European constellation following the reunification of the two German 
states and the collapse of the Soviet confederation (1989 to 1991), Delors has strived for and 
promoted an ever greater deepening and irreversible integration of the European states 
into the EU structures. This line of progress suggests, in our understanding assumed, that 


12, We refer here to the study on the "History of the EU — Part 1, in Zeit-Fragen, Nr. 38, 2010. 

*3 We are reminiscent of Walter Benjamin, who called Paris the "capital of the 19th century". 

Even a man like Alexander von Humboldt, who could by his descendance as well as his physical constitution 
not have been more Prussian, preferred to stay either in nature, while traveling, or in Paris. Berlin has been for 
him “provincial” and under-developed. 

“4 His installation had of course been approved by the other EU Member States (MS). However, this 
nomination followed the habitual structure of EU deals of this sort: France and Germany agree, after 
consultations with the other MS. 
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Delors and Mitterrand had consistently worked towards the European centralist federal 
state. This assumption is certainly correct and overall undeniable. However, this does not 
automatically mean that Delors and Mitterrand sought the realization of the European 
federal state under US hegemony. 


For both politicians, France's Gaullist claim for recognition as an equal partner of the great 
nations was non-negotiable. In this sense, European unification should be guided by the 
interests of France and shaped according to the idealized structures of French bureaucracy. 
Under these premises, both politicians sought a European Union that would become a 
centralist-federalist state according to the image of the French Republique, but which at the 
same time could assert its claims on the international stage, which meant French 
sovereignty among the United Nations of the great political powers, especially in relation to 
the USA.* It is in this sense and within this framework that all of Delors' work as President 
of the European Commission must be understood. 


In 1986, under Delors as President of the EEC, the Treaty of Rome of 1957 was reformed for 
the first time and the foundations for the European internal market were laid. To this end, 
the "Delors Commission" designed and established for this purpose the mechanism of the 
European legislative process, which is still regarded today, in an extended form, via the 
"acquis communautaires" for the integration and association of other member and partner 
countries. Since then, this process of European legislation has not only been about the 
internal market, but all areas of public life have since then been included without exception, 
from the rule of law to trade, economic rules and laws as well as social norms, to migration 
and foreign policy. This far-reaching mechanism for the process of legal and regulatory 
unification of the countries of Europe, as well as the associated states, had been largely 
adopted by 1992 and the results of these processes had thus become legally valid as part of 
the mutual obligations of the Member States. Thus, the EU was finally established as a 
constitutional construct. 1617 


Parallel to this process, and in a consistent complement to it, Delors presented in 1989 a 
three-stage plan for the establishment of an economic and monetary union. As early as 
1988, he had managed the European Council, i.e. the European member states, to provide 
him with the mandate for this initiative, which he had launched directly thereafter. The 
work of the Delors Commission was presented to the European Council in a report, which 
then became the basis for the shaping of the Economic and Monetary Union through the 
Maastricht Treaty*8, which is considered the founding act of the EU. This result is 
considered to be the outstanding achievement of Delors. 


+5 As we know, this implied a place in the UN Security Council and the establishment of France as a nuclear 
military power. 

6 In legal German, this is called the "EU acquis". 

1 This process is available on the EU's official website at https://europa.eu/ fully documented and also 
described. 

38 It should be noted at this point that the France's last demand, represented by Mitterrand, during the 
negotiations on German reunification, the abandonment of the D-Mark and the adoption of the euro as a 
future European currency. France thus saw itself as an active participant in Germany's economic potential. 
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The turning point in the process of European integration and the end of the 
"Grande Nation" 


But here we come to a crucial point in our argumentation, the turning point in France's 
modern history. From this point on its Americanization will be irreversible. It’s political 
integration into the Eu, Nato and the European mainstream is the beginning of the end of 
its role as the leading European culture. This signifies not only an important moment in the 
history of France, but of the entire modern European history. What, at first glance, looks 

like a great moment for the future of France and its European, as well as global political 
claims, ultimately becomes the decisive turning point in its history. In the spirit of an irony of 
history, the end of the "Grande Nation" looms from this point on. We find the key to this 
understanding when we take a closer look at the role of the US in this process. 


We should not assume that the US has played with face-down cards during this time. 
Rather, it seemed to most of the participants and actors to be an open-ended game. 
Judging by the hegemonic importance that the US had achieved economically and militarily 
after the Second World War, however, the outcome should not have come to a surprise. As 
we shall see, the process of European integration finally led to the results the US has sought 
from the outset. The structure of the European Union in creation and its outcome were 
completely along the lines of the USA. That this would lead also to the end of France as the 
"Grande Nation" is, from the US-perspective, a collateral result only that made the success 
of this US-policy complete.*9 


With the Maastricht Treaty, French politics had reached their apex after the French 
Revolution and the times of Napoleonic wars and civil reforms. From this point on, France 
could have made progress on its nationalist pathway only through a consistent continuation 
of theirs policies in line with and in the sense of the Gaullist interests of the French nation 
within Europe and the World. However, history wanted it differently. Delors and Mitterrand 
bid farewell, in 1994 and 1995 respectively, as key figures in shaping French and EU policy. 
Thus, a consistent continuation on the initiated federalist path of the EU under the 
leadership of France was not ensured and was ultimately gambled away for France, as we 
will briefly show here in the following paragraphs. ”° 


At first glance, it looks as if France, as the “Grande Nation” has been able to clearly defend 
her interests and achieve her objectives during the three terms of office of the Delors EU 
Presidency, which had obviously played the dominant role in the policy of European 
integration. It seemed obvious and clear that with the implementation of the European 
Commission's 3-Step Plan, led by Delors and under the Maastricht Treaty, the European 
Union would finally have a French face, a French structure and a French intellectual and 
political leadership. As we will see, this appearance is deceptive and misleading. 


The protection and consistent enforcement of French interests in the EU and the world 
would have required, at the same time a bold and successful resistance against the 


19 We might remember that a nation, such as Italy, has been under US tutelage since its liberation by the US 
armies from 1944 to 1945. 

20 In 1995, after his second mandate, Mitterrand resigned from the political stage France. He died im 1996. 
Presidency 1994 after three terms of office. 
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Americanization of European politics. It turned out, however, that even political figures such 
as Mitterrand and Delors were, in the end, not up to this formidable challenge. The principal 
reason for this is very easy to find in the consistent western orientation of Germany's 
foreign politics. In this line, American policy related to the European unification process has 
been consistent and unambiguous throughout. Decisive for the achievement of political 
goals in Europe was the position of Germany (since 1949 Bundesrepublik Deutschland), 
which was economically integrated and dominated by the USA from the outset, and which 
saw its political maneuverability as a nation limited by unconditional loyalty to the USA and 
NATO. In Europe, France was thus largely alone with its policy of centralist-federalist 
confederation, according to Gaullist ideas under French leadership, in contrast to the 
centralist federal state dominated by the EU bureaucracy and institutions. ”* 


Mitterrand and Delors were therefore realistic enough to assume that the European 
integration process would largely proceed in line and in parallel with the ideas of Monnet 
and Schumann and, following the example of the USA, towards a European federal state. 
Mitterrand was an excellent realpolitiker, who consistently pursued his goals, but at the 
same time did not refuse to take into account political constraints and facts. So Mitterrand 
and Delors knew that they would finally have to accept the fact that the USA would not give 
their European trump card out of their hands, which it had in the form of NATO. 


But, as convinced Gaullists, they probably both assumed and hoped for, and that is why | 
have also adopted this paradoxical designation, ?*that this centralist European federal 
state would ultimately run under the leadership of France, in order to preserve European 
sovereignty, freedom, over the shaping of European Union. ?3 Leadership and political 
power meant for Mitterand: spiritual orientation and political leadership through the 
national genius of France. 


In order to achieve this, the economic capacities and resources for the EU were expected to 
be provided primarily by Germany. Hence Mitterrand's bon mot that what he desired most 
to receive from the Germans, would be the Deutsche Bundesbank, i. e. access to and 
utilization of the German financial and industrial power for European and French ends. In 
fact, in the negotiations on German unification after 1989, France under Mitterrand had the 


21 The US knew very early on how to bring England, Austria and Denmark into line, i.e. away from EFTA and 
towards the emerging EU. 

Werner Wuthrich shows this process in great detail and convincingly in a series of several articles in the Swiss 
magazine "Zeit-Fragen" under the title "European Integration". 

There he also goes into great detail and knowledge of the different roles of Jean Monnet and de Gaulle. 

A convincing analysis of the influence of the USA on the process of European unification was made by the 
German historians Andreas Bracher in his book "Europe in the American world system, Fragments of an 
unwritten history of the 2oth century, Basel, 2001. 

22 In the "normal" French understanding of politics, socialist politicians are not Gaullists, because according to 
this understanding they should belong to the conservative party. 

But here we call Mitterrand and Delors Gaullists because they represented de Gaulle's policy, a policy that 
always keeps an eye on the national interests of France as a "Grande nation" and must never give up. 

3 In this context, it is important to point out that, as recently as 2010, Delors was instrumental in the creation 
of the Spinelli Group, which was set up as an initiative of the European Parliament to promote efforts within 
the EU to create a federalist confederation of states. 

It should also not be ignored that Delors was probably the last president in the EU who convincingly defended 
the principle of "subsidiarity" and emphasized its importance for shaping European policy. 
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German commitment to the European currency codified, as it was subsequently 
implemented under the Maastricht Treaty. From a political point of view, of course, the 
Bundesbank has nothing directly to do with German unification. Strategically, however, the 
takeover of the Deutsche Bundesbank through the abandonment of the Deutschmark and 
the introduction of the euro was the decisive step towards transferring control of the 
country's German economic capacities and financial resources to the EU under French 
domination. From the point of view of Mitterrand and Delors, it has been tantamount to 
placing German capacities and resources under French supervision and control within the 
EU.*4 


In summary, we have to say that Mitterrand's policy has always been very realistic, but at 
the same time strategic and long-term. In doing so, she always kept in mind that the aim of 
French politics must be to secure the "Grande Nation" its legitimate place among the 
nations. As a consequence and outcome of the Second World War, however, Mitterrand 
could not overlook that the USA were striving for a hegemony through the creation of a 
new world order, which was based on the institutions of Bretton Woods, as well as the UN 
Security Council. This New World Order and her impact on Europe could only be contained 
through a united Europe, with France and Germany at its centre. According to this 
understanding, France needed the EU, with Germany as the dominant economic power, in 
order to be able to prove itself as a "Grande Nation", against the hegemony of the USA. 


Mitterrand inherited this claim of France's important role from de Gaulle. According to 
France's ideas, the EU should therefore be shaped in such a way that it would play a 
sovereign role in world politics in conjunction with Germany's economic power. 75 In this 
sense, France was the last bulwark against US hegemony in Europe. As we will see in the 
following paragraphs, through the role played by Germany, nolens volens, under the 
tutelage of the USA since the Great Depression in 1929, the EU and France have finally 
come under domination of the USA and NATO. This finally ended the French dream of 
European sovereignty and of France as the “Grande Nation”.?° 


24 Thus, the complete takeover of Germany by France, as it had been operated and claimed in the Treaty of 
Versailles under Clemenceau, had taken a decisive step forward. In a part of the German public this result will 
be of European integration also called "Versailles 2.0". 

Worth reading is the article in Telepolis, "Complete, legal expropriation by law", from Marc Friedrich and 
Matthias Weik, 2019. 

25 see h. Francois Mitterrand: un Socialiste Gaullien, T. Desjardins, Paris, Hachette 1978; which also includes 
the biography "C'était Francois Mitterand", by Jacques Attali, Paris, 2007; together with his brother, a long- 
time companion and confidant of Mitterrand. 

26 We presume that the European war started by the EU against Russia following her invasion of Ukraine in 
early 2022, will be a major step towards alignment of EU and NATO interests and policies. This seems to spark 
the end of Europe and the conclusive rise of the Eurasian continent as the future dominant geographic area, 
with the global “motherlands” Kazakhstan, Iran and Afghanistan at its core. 

The theory of the “heartland”, developed by the British geographer Halford John Mackinder, is well-known 
and often quoted: in 1919, Mackinder summarised his theory thus: Who rules East Europe commands the 
Heartland; who rules the Heartland commands the World-Island; who rules the World-Island commands the 
world. Mackinder, Democratic Ideals and Reality, p. 150. This means that any power, which controls the World- 
Island would control well over 50% of the world's resources. The Heartland's size and central position made it 
the key to controlling the World-Island. 
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France had overlooked and had finally to accept that Germany could not free itself from the 
economic and security bondages of the United States. Realistically and practically, it was 
impossible for Germany to achieve a truly sovereign status after 1949. Germany had 
become the principal outpost of US and Nato led policies in Europe. Therefore, in 2020, we 
have to consider the US being the clear winner of the “political battle” over Europe. The big 
loser being France, along with the other EU states that might have preferred an 
independent European policy.” 


The Maastricht Treaty, signed in 1993, thus created the EU as the decisive political structure 
in the realization of an "ever closer union of the peoples of Europe", as the Treaty itself 
states. However, France had finally not succeeded in consolidating its dominance in Europe, 
because the critical partner Germany, which France had needed for this model of a 
sovereign EU, had long since ceased to be independent. Germany was, to put it in the 
language of the USA, a loyal vassal on the great chessboard of American hegemonic claim 
in Europe.?8 France was expected to play the same role only a few decades later.79 


And yet. Why should we not want to live in Europe under this constellation? After all, it is 
true that since 1949, we have been able to lead a largely peaceful life in Europe, which has 
been accompanied by unprecedented prosperity and wealth. Isn't this call for European 
sovereignty a nostalgic undertaking, without concrete urgent justification and ultimately 
against the interests of the EU? — These questions are certainly justified and deserve an 
analytical balance in the sense of a current assessment of the situation. We want to make a 
very brief contribution to this analysis in the paragraphs following here after. 


Europe on Americas paths 


Summing up our brief excursion into the becoming and making of the New European 
Order (NEO), and following our intention to reflect on the specific interests and 
determining factors of the positions of France and Germany, in relation to the political 
structure of the EU as a central unitary state, we would like to return briefly to the 
"brothers in arms" who are defiling together on the Champs Elysees; this image that no 
longer wants to go out of our heads. 


We agree that this image is not the only one that is symptomatic of the EU and the 
common policies of France and Germany. We do not overlook the highly appreciable 
circumstances of an open borders policy and the results of economic integration by the 
EU. However, the question must be asked again and again as to who determines the rules 
according to which we want to shape life for the citizens in Europe. That is, if you like, the 
"primordial question" that de Gaulle asked very clearly and emphatically, and which we 
still have to ask ourselves today. Because the demands of the Declaration of Human Rights 


27 We should take note that this text has been written before the invasion of Ukraine by Russia in 2022, when 
the EU and all the European countries have been forced to implement US-policies on European ground, even 
scarifying their proper security and economic interests. 

28 This assessment wed in the USA consistently in the Publications of the "Foreign Policy Research Institutes" 
used and is used by the book "The Grand Chessboard: American Primacy and its Geostrategic Imperatives", by 
Zbigniew Brzezinski, New York, Basic Books, 1997. 

29 Happening during the war against Russia launched by the EU in 2022. 
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for freedom, equality and fraternity do not only apply to individuals, but they must also 
apply to states and countries, where this is called the "right to self-determination" or 
sovereignty. Countries and the people who live in them must have the right to self- 
determination and to the self-determined shaping of their communities. 3° 


Since 1919, the US, under President Wilson, has introduced the international doctrine of 
interference in foreign state affairs on the world stage as a legitimate instrument of power 
in global politics. Since then, a country can also be punished by the means of violence and 
war, or sanctioned economically and politically, if the dominant power believes that a 
country does not abide by rules set by the dominant power. Wilsonianism, then, is not 
primarily about a contest of better ideas, but explicitly includes interference and violent 
correction, as well as the instrument of sanctions.3* It has turned out for the US that this 
instrument of sanctions, due to the exclusive American power over powerful instruments 
enabling the control of financial transactions, 3733 together with its still dominant role as an 
economic power linked to the US-dollar as the principal global currency, can be used 
purposefully and effectively to influence the economic well-being of entire countries and 
their populations to hit them by force and induce starvation, or lead directly to turmoil, 
wars or civil wars, through sanctions. 34 


3° We subliminally ask the question of the raison d'être of the state, a term that is kept out of all discussions in 
Germany with the reference to the Grundgesetz (GG), the German constitutional law. 

On the other hand, we are of the opinion that the raison d'être of the state, i.e. the question of the meaning of 
our state, must be asked anew. 

The ruling parties obviously see the raison d'être of the state in gaining ever greater international prestige and 
power by generating more and more funds that are then available for "international tasks" in the sense of 
NATO, the EU and the UN. 

It is time to fundamentally change this understanding of the raison d'étre of the state, which was essentially 
shaped in the Renaissance by Machiavelli and other contemporaries. 

We see the fundamental raison d'être of the state in securing prosperity and quality of life for the population 
and, if possible, expanding it. 

3* The policies of sanctions have over the past decades become a popular means of American politics: 
https://www.state.gov/economic-sanctions-policy-and-implementation/ 

3? see "Extraterritorial US Sanctions", by Sascha Lohmann, in SWP-Aktuell 2019/A 31, May 2019. 

In it, he writes: "Since the founding of the republic, the U.S. government has expanded its authority beyond its 
own borders to pursue economic, foreign and security policy goals. The extraterritorial application of U.S. law 
to natural and legal persons, property, and actions outside one's own territory is facilitated by three factors: 
First, an ideological commitment to a natural right, expressed in a commitment to the sanctity of inalienable 
rights that are considered valid beyond one's own borders. Secondly, through a legal culture based on the 
experience of constant territorial expansion and advances. Initially as a former settler society and later as an 
occupying power after the Second World War. And third, through an independent judiciary that has a wide 
margin of discretion to interpret the geographic scope of U.S. law and its enforcement by administrative 
authorities." 


33 see the excellent article "Mr. Glaser's Super Weapon, Sanctions against Russia and Iran: Like American Tax 
Officers to become economic warriors", by Kerstin Kohlenberg and Mark Schieritz on the October 23, 2014, in 
DIE ZEIT No. 44/2014. 

34 At the moment we are writing this text, hundreds of sanctions are being applied by the US, in particular 
against North Korea, Iran, Syria, Venezuela, Russia, China and even against Europe and individual countries 
within Europe. In many cases, under pressure from the US, the EU itself imposes sanctions, even if they violate 
its own interests. Euphemistically, this is called "economic warfare". Not infrequently, however, these 
sanctions also have deadly consequences, as in the case of countries to which war has been carried, such as 
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Originally, Europe was founded as a force for peace and economic welfare, which wanted 
to serve as a model for the world with its innovative model of a voluntary union of states. 
The early slogan with which the EU offered its model worldwide was called "partnership". 
This policy is seemingly continued to this day with the "Partnership and Cooperation 
Agreements" (PCA), which are offered and negotiated worldwide.35 


As recent events in Ukraine, but also in North African states such as Egypt, Lebanon, Libya 
and Syria, show, this instrument of "partnership agreements" is increasingly being used by 
the EU as an instrument of her quest for power and influence to "bring states on track", or 
to keep them on track, i. e. in line with EU expectations. The experience of this new 
European policy, pursued to create the New European Order and US and Nato leadership 
is the experience the “partner countries” are making and have to accept in exchange of the 
EU funding for relevant “reform programmes” to bring their political systems and their 
economies in line with Eu expectations. As a consequence, the EU is increasingly perceived 
worldwide as a growing power that aims at "dominance" and largely subordinates itself to 
the goals of the USA as a global hegemonic power. 


Since the wars of Nato and the EU powers France and Britain against former Yugoslavia 
and Libya, this image of the EU partnership has become open and widening cracks. Added 
to this are the current wars in Syria, Iraq, Afghanistan and Yemen, all just a few hours' 
flight from Europe's capitals, in which NATO and some of its important European 
members are directly and actively involved. In addition to the constantly expanding “peace 
missions” in North, West and Central Africa, new areas of operation and "peace missions" 
in Asia and on all oceans are already being considered. 


We can assume that these ambitions will be perceived both in Latin America, where 
countries3° such as Chile, Ecuador, Bolivia, Peru and Venezuela are specifically concerned, 
as well as in Asia, where, in addition to the nuclear powers China, India and Pakistan, 
mega-countries such as Indonesia, Malaysia and the Philippines, are looking very closely at 
the EU's policies of interests. The idea of "Big politics", i. e. the EU as a world power, wants 
to present all this to us as a sign of strength and sovereignty when France and Germany, in 
conjunction with other European states such as Spain and Italy, join forces to form and 
build a large and comprehensive industrial-military complex in Europe. The external view 


Syria, where a population in the war is additionally punished with sanctions because the "regime" is not 
acceptable to the USA and Europe. 

35 The author of this essay has worked for several decades as an advisor to the EU RELEX service and various 
partner countries in several regions of the world in the implementation of these Partnership Agreements and 
Association Agreements. So he had the opportunity to work within the framework of these negotiations and 
contribute, albeit at a limited scale, to the reform processes implemented since the EU presidency of Delors. 
The author has therefore seen these political processes from both sides and supported them technically. It has 
always been important to him to represent the "Europe and EU of partnership", not the EU eager to gain 
“power” over other nations. The promotion of the power seeking Europe, in the sense of US hegemony, was 
never in his intentions. 

36 To illustrate the Role the Germany in Syria and as a member of NATO Takes just two examples are given 
here, once "Germany finances Erdogan's resettlement policy in northern and eastern Syria, from January 24, 
2020, by Elke Dangeleit, as well as "Turkey: Merkel's civilizational taboo break", from January 25, 2020, by 
Tomasz Konicz; both articles have been published in the online magazine Telepolis. 
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of the countries concerned, mainly in Latin America, Asia and Africa, is rather suspicious of 
these obvious and often aggressive military ambitions. 37 


Are these events and demonstrations of military ambitions not symptoms of a change of 
direction and a serious change and massive expansion of the mandates of the EU and 
NATO? If we perceive this threat of military ambitions of dominance, then we should also 
ask ourselves, whether this is what we want in Europe and whether, and in the affirmative 
case, how we can determine this policy ourselves as sovereign master of the design of our 
nations and our European historical destiny. 


However, the signs point quite clearly to the fact that we in Europe have entered into a 
political stream that we are no longer managing ourselves and to an ever decreasing 
extent. 


Nowadays, the European rearmament and the further expansion and construction of a 
European military-industrial complex, driven by political, economic and financial interests 
of the USA, are nowadays celebrated by a broad public.3® The public deliberately 
overlooks the fact that the industrial-military complex in Germany, as well as the entire 
rest of its industrial and economic capacities, are already largely controlled by the 
American-dominated financial corporations and their instruments. As a consequence, this 
means that we are witnessing and enthusiastically celebrating the expansion of the 
American industrial-military complex on the territory of Europe and the EU.394°47 


In this sense, we see in this enthusiasm of the FAZ, Germany's only internationally 
renowned liberal-conservative daily newspaper, when it celebrated "the Franco-German 
brothers marching under arms on the Elysees field" on 14 July 2019, as the symptom of a 
looming crisis leading to a complete decline that Europe would be happy to avoid. This 
title and the picture in the FAZ take up the situation of Europe before the First World War, 
at least through the spirit, if not with words. In 1914, the French and the Germans, each on 
their side, were equally enthusiastic, and in the ensuing war they paid dearly, with 
enormous human sacrifices on both sides. This was followed by another ferocious war, less 
violent for France, because led by German troops mainly to Eastern Europe and against 
Russia, in search of "habitat", as well as for mineral and natural resources. 


37 see h. by Peter Carstens in the FAZ of 21.01.2020, "German-French Project" - A fighter plane for 100 billion 
euros". 

38 In this context it is not surprising any more that the EU public is enthusiastic about a war against Russia after 
its invasion of Ukraine. War has become the new way of salvation for the blessed European soul, it seems. 

39 As one of many other examples, the article in the FAZ of 21.01.2020 should be mentioned here, "German- 
French Project" - A fighter plane for 100 billion euros". This rearmament and its public celebration also affects 
all other types of weapons, such as the establishment of a common fleet, for use on the world's oceans, but 
especially in Asia directed against China. 

4° As one of the more recent sources we quote here Jens Berger, Wer schützt die Welt vor den 
Finanzkonzernen?", Frankfurt, 2020. 

4 Very informative is the article by Werner RUgemer in the online magazine "Nachdenkseiten" of 23 April 2019, 
"USA in decline? — But more powerful in the EU than ever before; to this by the same author "The capitalists of 
the 21st century. Generally understandable notes on the rise of the new financial players." Cologne 2018. 
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After this Second World War, France had finally become a member of the United Nations 
Security Council as one of the winners and had equipped itself with its arsenal and nuclear 
weapons, her Force de Frappe. 


Politically, Mitterrand was indeed the last Gaullist who wanted to defend the interests of 
France and Europe in facing the American power. France, from de Gaulle to Mitterand, 
was the last bastion of conscious resistance against the Americanization of Europe and 
against the forced adoption of the specific, American way of making use of scientific and 
technical progress*?, as well as its hegemonic political claims in Europe. Since then, France 
and Europe have gradually withdrawn and moved out from their position of resistance and 
have actually begun to transform their national and European identities in favor of a 
gradual, but final integration into the American hegemonic empire. 


This is consistently reflected in the fact that France has once again become a full member 
of NATO since 2009, and US capital currently controls 50% or more of the assets in 
Germany and other European countries*3, with a strongly increasing tendency after the 
crisis of 2007.44 


So, when we look back at the current situation and the joint parade of French and German 
forces on the Champs Elysees in 2019, we should understand that the wars that Europe 
will wage in the future are the wars of the United States.*5 France and Germany, and thus 
Europe, have become and are now direct and unconditional allies and vassals of the US 
military, financial and industrial hegemonic forces. 


Fatal consequences of the EU's Western orientation: the American "cordon 
sanitaire" from the Baltic states to the Black Sea 


France has thus succeeded in gaining access to Germany's financial and economic 
resources through European integration since the Maastricht Treaty of 1993, and 
accelerated after the financial and debt crisis after 2007/08. However, the control over 
these German capacities and potential is in the hand of the USA and their political, 
financial and military leadership. Starting in 1949, progressively implemented with the EU 
integration until 1993, and definitely consolidated after 2008, Germany has willingly 
submitted to the policy of the ECB run under US and FED policy principles, which has used 
the common resources to buy with an unlimited scale ultimately uncovered government 
bonds of the countries from the south of the EU. Similarly, the ECB's mechanisms 
accumulate huge target balances to secure economic liquidity in these southern European 


42 On this subject, we refer to the Article on "Americanization and Westernization" from Anselm Doering- 
Manteuffel, in: Docupedia-Zeitgeschichte, 18.1.2011, 
URL: http://docupedia.de/zg/Amerikanisierung und _Westernisierung?oldid=132686. 

43 As one of many possible sources, we refer to Werner RUgemer, Die Kapitalisten des 21. Jahrhunderts, 
Gemeinverstandlicher Abriss zum Aufstieg der neuen Finanzakteure, Cologne, 2018. 


44 it is sufficient to just quote just two, out of many other sources: Der größte Raubzug der Geschichte, von 
Marc Friedrich, 2014; and Die Kapitalisten des 21. Jahrhunderts: Gemeinverstandlicher Abriss zum Aufstieg 
der neuen Finanzakteure, von Werner RUgemer, new edition 2021. 

45 Unfortunately, already in 2022 we are victim of this policy, with the European war against Russia. 
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countries. In addition, the ESM was created without setting a limit on it and without 
consistently holding the beneficiary countries responsible. Likewise, the banking union will 
lead to a general liability of the member states among themselves. The EU as a platform 
for the transfer of virtually all financial and economic resources and unlimited mutual 
liability for all obligations has become a reality. Germany has fully ceded control of its 
assets and resources to the EU. 4°47 Providing our point of view with a stronger bearing, we 
might say that Germany has ceased to exist in a process of transferring all her capacities 
and potential to the EU ina lap of time spanning from 1991 to 2021.48 


The particularly critical effect in this process, however, is that the United States have 
become the big winner through the communitarization of German and European 
resources. *9 In fact, the US companies took the gains and left the heavy burdens and debts 
to the European countries. Due to the strong dominance of the US financial sector over 
German industry and the entire German economy, which also includes, a large part of the 
banks and the German real estate industry, this dominance is also transferred from 
Germany to the entire European economy. Thus, the Franco-German-British-Spanish 
industrial-military complex eventually becomes an American-dominated enterprise of 
gigantic proportions, a US-subsidiary on European territory. If we assume that, as things 
stand today, about 50% of the world's arms production comes from the United States, 
then we will understand that military dominance will be considerably increased once again 
by direct access to European industry.5°5* 


In our understanding, this massive rearmament is not a good sign, because weapons are 
not primarily used for deterrence and defense, but their primary purpose is to be deployed 
in wars. 


Yet another fatal result has come to light from the concentration of European integration 
on the two states of France and Germany. Geographically, Germany has moved out of 
the centre of Europe with this policy. Through its practically exclusive orientation 
towards the West, towards the USA and France, Germany has now expanded, figuratively 
speaking, to the Atlantic by becoming an integral part of the EU under French dominance 
and within the framework of US hegemony. 


46 In addition, relatively early and decidedly improved Prof. Dieter Spethmann on 19.01.2011 in the FAZ, when 
he warns against "Germany is giving away its prosperity". 

Nowadays, Prof. Sinn, former director of the Ifo in Munich, is probably the most prominent voice who speaks 
very clearly in public. 

In the FAZ, the co-editor Volker Steltzner, as well as Thomas Mayer, former chief economist of Deutsche 
Bank, have warned urgently about these results for many years. 

47 During the so-called Covid-pandemic, new instruments and funds have been launched as tools without any 
limits and in neglecting all rules of rational and sovereign finance practice. 

48 The attentive reader may notice that this process has been accomplished under the leadership of the 
German Chancellor Angela Merkel. 

49 We understood in Germany that the gains have gone to the finance institutions, while the losses had been 
“socialized”, i. e. had to be borne by the tax paying citizens, 

5° Economic analyses for countries such as Greece, Spain or Italy would certainly confirm these statements. In 
the years after the "Lehmann crisis" has still have this trend reinforced, since the US-dominated financial 
instruments this period of European Weakness have used to Available European Assets (european assets), 
primarily industrial companies, banks and service providers, auspicious to buy. 

5+ We are referring here to publicly available figures, such as those from SIPRI. 
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At the same time, this has led to the fact that the countries of Central and Eastern Europe 
have been greatly neglected by the EU. Even smaller initiatives such as the "Weimar 
Triangle" with Germany, France and Poland cannot hide this. No one will deny that it has 
become a German reflex to look for the French partner first and almost exclusively for 
every problem and every challenge in the EU. On the other hand, the German policy of 
reconciliation, which had been impressively initiated under Willy Brandt, was never fully 
understood by Germany in its essence and significance. 5 


The consequences of this one-sided western orientation of German European policy have 
led to acritical impact. In the course of the first decade of the 21st century, the USA has 
succeeded in successively and strategically very clearly aligning and consistently 
implementing a "cordon sanitaire", i.e. a "buffer zone" in the eastern back-yard of 
Germany and the EU. The Baltic states, together with Poland, Kosovo, Bulgaria and 
Romania, have been contractually integrated by the USA and militarily supported with 
equipment. They today willingly form the new frontline states of NATO and the US 
hegemonic policy directed against Russia and China. 53 


For Germany and the EU this means once again being faced with a fait accompli, a given 
factor, having to accept a policy on the European continent that they themselves have not 
initiated or shaped. We can all only hope that this has not prepared the ground for the next 
major war on the territory of Europe.54 From the point of view of the United States, the 
primary objective of its policy must be to gain free access to the resources that lie on 
Russian territory. From the point of view of the US, this is the best way to curb the growth 
of the Chinese economy and to prevent the expansion of China's power in the future. 55 


Europe has given up its sovereignty 


The EU and virtually all European countries have thus given up their sovereignty and 
independence since the 21st century. 


Whether Europe can and wants to regain its sovereignty can certainly not be answered 
conclusively. We have seen our task in this brief analytical overview to sketch this process 


52 In the biography of Konrad Adenauer, the first German chancellor after 1949, we read that he was looking at 
European countries east of Germany as living on the vast plains habited Mongolic and other Asian tribes. The 
west-orientation of Germany seems also to have an unconscious source, being a kind of German “Schatten”. 
Niall Fergusson has provided much insight into this part of the German soul in his seminal studies and books 
“The War of the World” and “Doom”, his book on WW 1. 

53 We do not think it is a good sign that US policy today is reverting to a concept which was an instrument of 
European policy for the first time before the First World War. It seems to us like an indication that Europe 
cannot detach itself from its past. If we were to fall back into the European policy of war, which has shaped the 
continent for many centuries, it would be fatal. 

54 In 2022, with the Russian invasion of Ukraine, we have to concede that our hopes have been vain. The EU is 
leading her first fully fledged war for the American master. 

55 In the Pacific region, the UNITED STATES her Asian policy, which has been actively and skillfully pursued 
since the first Clinton administration, that Objective of the Economic and military Integration of as many Asian 
countries as possible in order to bring them into a vassal status, as the USA has successfully succeeded with 
the European states. 
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through which France, Germany and finally the whole of Europe have lost the power to 
shape their policies and political destiny. We presume that only when this awareness has 
become clear in Europe, will people be able to ask themselves whether they can and want 
to change the given situation. In any case, it seems that the basic rules of a functioning 
democracy in Europe are currently being unhinged. In a country, where the people can no 
longer decide for themselves about the state budgets and other affaires sovereignty is 
lost. In a country, in which important decisions of a national bearing are made by external 
institutions and foreign states, as it is the case for Germany in particular, but increasingly 
also for the other European nations, then there can no longer be any talk of democracy. 
Even the concepts of "multi-level governance", which are very popular in the EU today, 
cannot help to get over this critical threshold.5° Decision making powers have moved from 
Europe to the USA. 


The aim of this essay is to provide an insight into the profound transformation that has 
taken place in Europe since the end of the Second World War. Only on the basis of a 
thorough understanding of the broader context will it be possible for us to find reference 
points and orientation. This is certainly a precondition for taking up the future challenges 
and for creating new forces and opportunities for the peaceful and sustainable shaping of 
our social and political relationships and the destiny of our societies. 


56 There exists to "multi-level governance" a detailed literature, discussions and one could say a "European 
Movement" for multi-level governance. This concept is a scientific attempt to justify the transfer of power 
from the European peoples to the EU institutions. From our point of view, this prominent concept is 
diametrically opposed to the demands of a "direct democracy". The concept of "multi-level governance" is 
therefore ultimately undemocratic and anti-federalist. 

The structures of an ESM correspond exactly to this concept. It is explicitly stated in the statutes that a 
responsibility of the persons handling is to be excluded in any case. 

In our understanding, however, democracy and responsibility are inseparable. 
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